REMARKS 

The applicant has amended the claims in response to the examiner's rejections. All amended 
claims should now be allowable. 

The applicant respectfully brings to the attention of the examiner an error in the office action 
dated June 29 th 2005, namely that claims 31 and 32 were not withdrawn. The applicant's response to 
the office action dated October 6, 2004 canceled claims 32 and 33, and left claim 31 in its original 
form. Claim 3 1 was not withdrawn, it was left original, claims 32 and 33 were not withdrawn either 
they were canceled. 

Applicant has enclosed a check for $50 to cover the cost of new claims. 

CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, applicant's claims are patentable over the cited prior art and the 
application should be in condition for allowance. 

Respectfully submitted, 




Thomas A. O'Rourke 

Reg. No.: 27,665 

BODNER & O f ROURKE, L.L.P. 

425 Broadhollow Road 

Melville, New York 11747 

(631)249-7500 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

I hereby certify that the foregoing Response was mailed by first class mail, postage 
prepaid, in an envelope addressed to the Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 on this43- day of JLjj£a2005. 




Thomas A. O'Rourke 
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